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The U.S. still very much had economic interests, yet the relations deteriorated after fall of the Shah.
Significance of Study
The relations between U.S and Iran are a significant factor in determining security in the Middle East. We can consider the security environment in this region as hostile and as such any crisis or conflict could have a serious impact on peace and stability of the region. This research hopes to contribute to the study of U.S.-Iran relations in years to come. This research will provide an additional literature and knowledge in the area of economic and security ties while attempting to fill in the gap where works on security relations are lacking, especially after Iran Islamic Revolution.
This research will provide some empirical data that can be used as a guide or platform for further study in the future for those who are interested in the related field.
Scope of Study
The geographical scope of this study is the Middle East and will focus on U.S.
and Iran relations, especially post-1979 to present.
Research Question
In examining the reasons behind the deteriorating relationship between the U.S.
and Iran, this paper will seek the answer to these questions: views as "terrorists" and Iran views as "freedom fighters". The negotiations will require that both governments establish issue-specific institutions or forums of regional/global scope and importance.
Organization of the Sections
This research paper is divided into five sections. Section One covered the background and provided an overview of the area of study. This was followed by explaining the Theoretical Framework, Assumption, Research Methodology, and
Significance of the Study, Scope of Study. Section Two will discuss the U.S. coup and aroused fear that the U.S. was planning another coup to restore the Shah to power. 16 In short, for the students who took over the Embassy, for the Iranian revolutionary officials who supported them, and for much of Iran, the taking of the Embassy was a response to the 1953 coup against Mosaddeq. This started with the death of Ayatollah Khomeini. This point marks the beginning of an
Iranian transition from primarily revolutionary principles to the more rational thoughts in confrontation with the world. Iran's foreign policy shifted away from ideological concerns towards national interests. 35 Indeed, President Rafsanjani wished to do so "by pursuing a 'good-neighbor' policy rather than by exporting the Iranian revolution". Iranian and Russian territories. 38 Obviously, the most remarkable point of contrast between Iran and the U.S. in this region was related to the energy resources of this 13 region. Evidences show that U.S. policies in the Caspian Sea region focused on trying to stop Iran from its role of developing oil and gas resource exploitation in the neighboring countries, and also preventing the construction of major new oil and gas pipelines across Iran. 39 But on the other side, Iran stressed on a 'North-South strategic axis' in opposition to the 'East-West strategic axis' to prevent U.S. presence in this region. 40 In addition, responding to some allegations about Iran's development of weapons of mass destruction, as well as supporting terrorist groups especially in the conflict between Palestinians and Israelis. caused some more sanctions on Iran in the 1990s by the Clinton administration, regardless of the Iranian government itself being a target of various anti-government elements, such as "monarchists" and "Mujaheddin-e Khalq"
(known also as MEK), allegedly supported by the U.S. 41 In this decade also, and immediately after the Cold War, the most notable American policy was toward the Middle East, particularly, the Gulf War. 42 It was the most important event in the region in the early 1990s. Around this time, President G. H. W. Bush began to speak of a 'New World Order'.. One of the most important reasons, also mentioned by him, returned to importance of the Persian Gulf's Oil reserves as the "vital economic interests". 43 Although Iran kept a neutral stance in this war, in 1992 the Iran Non-Proliferation Act was passed by the Clinton administration. 44 Clinton, moreover, founded the "dual containment" policy towards Iran and Iraq. 45 This policy pursued isolation of two Middle Eastern strong countries politically, military, and economically and tried to limit support by Iran to Hamas and other radical anti-Israel organizations. 46 However, perhaps in this time, the closest relations between two 14 countries come with the first term of Khatami's presidency. He emphasized creation of a "crack in the wall of mistrust", and "contact between Iranian and American citizens," 47 and tried to reduce talk of confrontation between Islam and West civilizations. It was this idea which for the first time had been published by American political scientist Samuel
Huntington, 48 and influenced the U.S. decision makers, becoming an important part of geopolitical discussions in international relations and political science. 49 Khatami, afterwards, in November 1998, proposed the theory of "Dialogue among Civilizations"
as a response to "Clash of Civilizations." Khatami`s approach became well known, after the United Nation determined the year 2001 as the "Year of Dialogue among
Civilizations". 50 Iran, furthermore, clearly changed some ideological priorities in its foreign policy, which had remained from Ayatollah Khomeini's period. For example, in September 1998 President Khatami declared that the Salman Rushdie affair was "completely finished". 51 The trend of relation between the two countries was improving so fast that the U.S. President, Clinton on April 12, 1999 explicitly declared that:
I think it is important to recognize that Iran, because of its enormous geopolitical importance over time has been the subject of quite a lot of abuse from various Western nations.
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Nonetheless, the United States continued its hostile policy against Iran, particularly in insisting on its accusation concerning human rights, terrorism, and improvement of WMD capacity by Iran, which were obstacles to improving Iran-U.S.
relations. Iran, namely "American militarism", the "dual-containment policy" and the "rogue state doctrine". 54 The George H. W. Bush administration used a rogue state doctrine in order to address the threat represented by aggressive rogue states (although the assumption of rogue state aggressiveness, whether justified or not, is still a controversial subject in the literature). 55 As a consequence of rogue state doctrine, the Clinton administration implemented a dual-containment policy pursuing a strategy that sought to isolate Iran, in part by attempting to limit all third-party assistance to the country. 56 
